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PAUL EBERLK 

During his brief term as Los 
Angeles County Coroner, Dr. Tom 
Noguchi has made a lot of head- 
lines, some very sensational ones, 
and some that I’m sure he would 
have preferred to forego. His tes- 
timony in the Bobby Kennedy 
murder trial was the first to rup- 
ture the credibility of the State’s 
case against Sirhan Sirhan (but 
not the last). Shortly thereafter, 
the County’s chief administrative 
officer moved to oust Dr. Nogu- 
chi from his job. Charges of in- 
sanity, drug addiction and even 
more bizarre accusations were 
made. Noguchi fought back, de- 
manding a hearing. 

The County Supervisors tried to 
hold the hearing behind locked 
doors, barring cameras and sound 
equipment, but the media scream- 
ed so loudly that the county was 
forced to hold open public hear- 
ings. I was there. Even conserva- 
tive establishment newsmen shook 
their heads in disbelief and in- 
dignation at the County’s total 
lack of any substantial case against 
Noguchi. He was reinstated. 

Why did they try to oust him? 
Was it the Kennedy thing? Was it 
racism? Was it simply because he 
didn’t belong to the “country club” 
that exercises great power and con- 
trol over the local medical pro- 
fession? Was it because he made no 
secret of the fact that he wanted 
to change the procedures in coro- 
ner’s inquests, so that policemen 
would not always be automatical- 
ly whitewashed after shooting a 
civilian? 

Probably all of the above. 

He has been described by medi- 
cal men from all over the world 
as one of the finest pathologists. 
He is a gentle, quiet man. He is 
also a man of considerable courage 
and integrity. 

— P.E. 

I The following interview between 
Dr. Noguchi and the Free Press 
teas conducted in late August at 
the coroner’s office.) 



F.P.: At the time yoa did the autop- 
sy on Sen. Robert Kennedy, tke 
County Supervisors voted a resolu- 
tion commending you on the out- 
standing job you had done, and 
some of the leading pathologists 
from all over the world, who were 
observers, also congratulated you 
publicly because they felt it was an 
outstanding job. Yet, only a few 
weeks later, they moved to oust 
you from your job. Why? 

Noguchi: I probably should not get 
into that. I don’t think it would 
serve any constructive purpose. 
F.P.: Fine. Wc won’t go into that 
then. There arc a number of inves- 
tigators and journalists who be- 
lieve- that Sirhan Sirhan definitely 
did not kill Sen. Kennedy. At the 
time of your autopsy you made a 
statement about the fatal wound and 
how close the muzzle of the gun was 
to Kennedy’s skull when it was fired. 

Noguchi: Yes. I formed an opinion, 
based on the examination of the re- 
mains, and also from test-firing 
the weapon, using a similar ammu- - 
nition. I have testified that the muz- 
zle distance was most likely less 
than three inches from the back of 
the right ear, and more likely ONE 
inch in distance. 

F.P.: And there were two other 
wounds on the right chest? 

Noguchi: There were two other 

wounds in the right axillar. 

F.P.: That's under the armpit? 
Noguchi: Yes. 

F.P.: And were they fired from 
the side or from behind? 

Noguchi: From a back-to-front dir- 
ection. 



F.P.: How many wounds were there? 

Noguchi: A total of three gunshot 
wounds. There was an additional 
hole in the senator’s suit where 
the bullet just went through the 
shoulder padding without damaging 
him. 

(EDITOR’S NOTE: Eye witnesses 
have reported that Sirhan was at all 
times in FRONT of Sen. Kennedy 
and never closer than about four or 
five feet from him, and therefore 
could not possibly have fired the 
fatal shots.) 

F.P.: Did you find anything else in 
the autopsy that seems to contra- 
dict the findings of the court? 

Noguchi: I have very little to do with 
finding who has done it. My job is to 
tell what I found and what was the 
cause of death, and the scientific 
evidence, and there are a number 
of contradictory statements that 
have been made. However, my area 
of knowledge ends almost entirely 
with the autopsy findings. 

F.P.: At the time you testified at 
the Sirhan trial, it was felt by many 
people that you were cut off— that 
you were not allowed to give the full 
information on the cause of death. 
Was that true? 

Noguchi: I don’t really know. There 
was a detail that was not asked. Of 
course, I am not supposed to volun- 
teer information. However, it ap- 
peared that the court and both de- 
fense counsel had accepted the re- 
port by my department and no de- 
tailed cross - examination was 
made. I don't know whether I should 
say “cut out” or just not asked. 

F.P.: So there was no lengthy, vig- 
orous cross-examination on your 
findings? 

Noguchi: Not at all. Very brief. As I 
recall, there were only a few ques- 
tions. 





